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DETAILED ACTION 



Drawings 



1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they 
do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the description: 9 (page 1 - line 17). 
A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they 
include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 91 (figure 12). A 
proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the specification to add the 
reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to because reference signs 45d and 45e, as shown in figure 1 1, 
are misrepresented in the description. The misrepresentation is stated, on page 8 (lines 10-12), 
as: a quality command 45e (to set the quality of the captured image to either poor, good or best), 
an action command 66 (to inform the camera 42 whether to take a still or a video image). A 
proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 



• 
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Claim Objections 



4. Claim 13 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate of claim 12. 
When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim 
to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP 
§ 706.03(k). 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 - 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Parker et 
al. 

7. For claims 1 5 6, 10, and 14, Parker et al. discloses a multi-user camera control system 
including a plurality of personal controllers (personal locator) controlling a selected camera. The 
controllers are programmed with the capability to send command packets to the selected camera. 
Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figures 1 and 3 and as stated in columns 6 (lines 30 - 59) and 
7 (lines 35 - 41) a method comprising: generating a first set of commands for an imaging device 
during a first time interval, the first set of commands being associated with a first task to be 
performed by the imaging device; generating a second set of commands for the imaging device 
during a second time interval that overlaps the first time interval, the second set of commands 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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being associated with a second task to be performed by the imaging device; transmitting the first 
set of commands to the imaging device during a third time interval; and transmitting the second 
set of commands to the imaging device during a fourth time interval that does not overlap the 
third time interval. Parker teaches a system in which a plurality of personal locators (1 1) are 
programmed, by onboard keypad (19), with the bus address of the selected camera. The selected 
camera's field of view variables, PAN, TILT, ZOOM, FOCUS, IRIS, etc. are adjusted from each 
individual personal locator using button switches (37 - 44) on the keypad. The commands 
associated with adjusting the selected camera's field of view are generated, are packaged, and are 
stored in each individual personal locator by the routine as shown in flowchart 2 (figure 7). 
When a particular user wants to display their stored field of view command packet, the MY 
TURN button (41) on the keypad of their personal locator is pressed and the command packet is 
transmitted to the camera base unit (21) to position the camera for image capture. When another 
user wishes to take the floor, the MY TURN button is pressed on another personal locator (their 
own personal locator) and their stored field of view command packet is transmitted to the base 
unit to position the camera for another image capture. Parker et al. does not expressly teach of 
the generation of two sets of commands (the act of adjusting the field of view variables on each 
individual personal locator) for two sets of tasks during overlapping time intervals, however, 
Parker et al. teaches (1 st embodiment) of a system with two personal locators, that can be 
expanded to a plurality of personal locators. It would have been obvious that a system with two 
or more personal locators, actively being used, generating packaged commands, to control one 
camera would do so during overlapping time intervals. Increasing the number of personal 
locators, in the system, would obviously increase the likelihood of command generation during 
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overlapping time intervals of a first and second sets of commands. Parker et al. teaches that once 
the command sets are generated in the personal locators they are then transmitted from each 
personal locator by pressing the MY TURN button on each keypad, albeit, it is noted that in the 
second embodiment of the invention, as stated in column 7 (lines 10 - 27), Parker et al. teaches 
of a master/slave combination in which a personal locator is chosen as the master and the rest are 
designated slaves. The master personal locator then has the ability to lockout the slaves until 
transmission of its command package is complete. Once the master transmission is complete, 
the slaves may transmit in a pre-designated priority order, therefore, allowing (preventing) one 
(multiple) transmission at a time. As shown in figure 2 and as stated in column 5 (lines 35 - 
43), the micro-controller circuitry (12) of each personal locator contains a microprocessor with 
internal RAM and ROM and is specifically responsible for user programming, real-time user 
input, command generation/reception, and program execution (as required for claims 6, 10, and 



8. As for claim 2, Parker et al. discloses, as stated in column 7 (lines 35 - 41), the act of 
transmitting the first set of commands includes packaging the first set of commands together to 
form a command packet. 

9. As for claims 3, 9, and 1 1, Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figure 3, an imaging device 
that is a camera (23). 

10. As for claims 4, 7, 12, 13, and 15, Parker et al. discloses, as stated in column 6 (lines 30 - 
59), one of the first and second tasks comprises setup of the imaging device to capture a video 
image and capture of the video image. 



14). 



Application/Control Number: 09/2 1 6,489 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2612 

11. As for claims 5, 8, and 1 6, Parker et al. discloses, as stated in column 6 (lines 30-59), 
one of the first and second tasks comprises setup of the imaging device to capture a video image 
and capture of the video image, although, does not explicitly disclose one of the first and second 
tasks comprises setup of the imaging device to capture a still image and capture of the still 
image. However, Parker et al. teaches, as stated in column 8 (lines 57 - 59), that the camera may 
be of CCD type (digital). It is inherent that a video image in digital cameras are a continuous 
series of still images, therefore, the setup of video and still image capture and video and still 
image capture are identical and can be used interchangeably. 

12. Claims 19 - 21, 24, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Parker et al. 

13. As for claims 19, 24, and 28, Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figures 1 and 3 and as 
stated in columns 6 (lines 30 - 59) and 7 (lines 35 - 41), the packaging compromising: 
accumulating the first set of commands as the commands for the first set are being generated; 
and accumulating the second set of commands concurrently with the accumulation of the first set 
of commands as the commands for the second set are being generated. Parker teaches a system 
in which a plurality of personal locators (1 1) are programmed, by onboard keypad (19), with the 
bus address of the selected camera. The selected camera's field of view variables, PAN, TILT, 
ZOOM, FOCUS, IRIS, etc. are adjusted from each individual personal locator using button 
switches (37 - 44) on the keypad. The commands associated with adjusting the selected 
camera's field of view are generated, are packaged, and are stored in each individual personal 
locator by the routine as shown in flowchart 2 (figure 7). When a particular user wants to 
display their stored field of view command packet, the MY TURN button (41) on the keypad of 
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their personal locator is pressed and the command packet is transmitted to the camera base unit 
(21) to position the camera for image capture. When another user wishes to take the floor, the 
MY TURN button is pressed on another personal locator (their own personal locator) and their 
stored field of view command packet is transmitted to the base unit to position the camera for 
another image capture. Parker et al. does not expressly teach of the generation (accumulation) of 
two sets of commands (the act of adjusting the field of view variables on each individual 
personal locator) for two sets of commands concurrently, however, Parker et al. teaches (1 st 
embodiment) of a system with two personal locators, that can be expanded to a plurality of 
personal locators. It would have been obvious that a system with two or more personal locators, 
actively being used, generating packaged commands, to control one camera would do so 
concurrently. Increasing the number of personal locators, in the system, would obviously 
increase the likelihood of command generation concurrently of a first and second set of 
commands. 

14. As for claim 20, Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figure 2 and as stated in column 5 
(lines 35 - 43), the micro-controller circuitry (12) of each personal locator contains a 
microprocessor with internal RAM and ROM and is specifically responsible for user 
programming, real-time user input, command generation/reception, and program execution. 
Therefore, it is inherent that one of the acts of accumulating the first and second sets of 
commands comprises executing an application program. 

15. As for claim 21, Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figure 2 and as stated in column 5 
(lines 35 - 43), the micro-controller circuitry (12) of each personal locator contains a 
microprocessor with internal RAM and ROM and is specifically responsible for user 
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programming, real-time user input, command generation/reception, and program execution. 
Therefore, it is inherent that one of the acts of accumulating the first and second sets of 
commands comprises executing a driver program. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

16. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

17. Claims 17- 18, 22-23, and 25 - 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Parker et al. 

18. As for claims 17, 22, and 25, Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figures 1 and 3 and as 
stated in columns 6 (lines 30 - 59) and 7 (lines 10 - 27, lines 35 - 41), a method comprising: 
setting up and capturing a first frame, including transmitting a first set of commands; setting up 
and capturing a second frame, including transmitting a second set of commands; and preventing 
the transmission of the first set of commands from being interleaved with the transmission of the 
second set of commands. Parker teaches a system in which a plurality of personal locators (11) 
are programmed, by onboard keypad (19), with the bus address of the selected camera. The 
selected camera's field of view variables, PAN, TILT, ZOOM, FOCUS, IRIS, etc. are adjusted 
from each individual personal locator using button switches (37 - 44) on the keypad. The 
commands associated with adjusting the selected camera's field of view are generated, are 
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packaged, and are stored in each individual personal locator by the routine as shown in flowchart 
2 (figure 7). When a particular user wants to display their stored field of view command packet, 
the MY TURN button (41) on the keypad of their personal locator is pressed and the command 
packet is transmitted to the camera base unit (21) to position the camera for image capture [first 
frame]. When another user wishes to take the floor, the MY TURN button is pressed on another 
personal locator (their own personal locator) and their stored field of view command packet is 
transmitted to the base unit to position the camera for another image capture [second frame]. 
Therefore, Parker et al. teaches the setting up, capture, and transmission of first and second 
frames. Parker et al. also teaches of a master/slave combination in which a personal locator is 
chosen as the master and the rest are designated slaves. The master personal locator then has the 
ability to lockout the slaves until transmission of its command package is complete. Once the 
master transmission is complete, the slaves may transmit in a pre-designated priority order, 
therefore, allowing (preventing) one (multiple) transmission at a time. As shown in figure 2 and 
as stated in column 5 (lines 35 - 43), the micro-controller circuitry (12) of each personal locator 
contains a microprocessor with internal RAM and ROM and is specifically responsible for user 
programming, real-time user input, command generation/reception, and program execution (as 
required for claims 6, 10, and 14). 

19. As for claims 18, 23, and 27, Parker et al. discloses, as stated in column 7 (lines 35 - 41), 
the act of preventing interleaving includes packaging one of the first and second sets of 
commands together to form a command packet. 

20. As for claim 26, Parker et al. discloses, as shown in figure 3, an imaging device that is a 
camera (23). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin P Misleh whose telephone number is 703.305.8090. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy R Garber can be reached on 703.305.4929. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703.872.9314 for regular 
communications and 703.872.9314 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is 703.306.0377. 



JPM 

December 13,2002 




